
May 26, 2020 Page 133ACONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL

Cumulative Table of Cases

Connecticut Appellate Reports

Volume 197

(Replaces Prior Cumulative Table)

American Tax Funding, LLC v. Gore . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 234
Foreclosure of municipal tax liens; claim that trial court abused its discretion in

denying motion to open.
Anthis v. Windom . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 427

Negligence; recklessness; motion in limine; motion for remittitur; motion to open;
whether trial court properly denied defendant’s motion in limine seeking to
preclude evidence of repair costs; claim that trial court improperly denied defend-
ant’s motion for remittitur; claim that trial court improperly denied defendant’s
motion to open; claim that trial court’s denial of motions for remittitur and to
open resulted in double recovery by plaintiff and double payment by defendant
with respect to property damage expenses plaintiff had incurred; whether trial
court properly declined to consider defendant’s double payment and equitable
subrogation claims in deciding defendant’s motion for remittitur and motion
to open.

Benitez v. Commissioner of Correction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 344
Habeas corpus; ineffective assistance of counsel; claim that habeas court improperly

denied habeas petition; whether petitioner was prejudiced by criminal trial
counsel’s failure to hire or to consult with defense expert in arson investigation
prior to trial.

Berger v. Deutermann. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 421
Breach of contract; claim that trial court’s findings throughout trial were based on

fraudulent misrepresentations presented as factual trial exhibits and further
supported by false testimony; whether plaintiff provided adequate record that
would enable this court to review claims on appeal; whether, in absence of trial
transcripts, this court could evaluate plaintiff’s arguments in support of appellate
claims without resorting to speculation.

Dept. of Social Services v. Freeman . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 281
Conversion; child support lien; expert witness disclosure; claim that trial court

ignored requirements for expert witness disclosure set forth in applicable rule
of practice (§ 13-4) by allowing plaintiff’s expert to testify despite late disclosure;
reviewability of claim that trial court erred in allowing plaintiff’s counsel to
question defendant, in presence of jury, as to prior withdrawn conversion action;
whether trial court abused its discretion in allowing biological mothers of two
minor children of defendant’s client to testify as to client’s child support
arrearages.

Deutsche Bank National Trust Co. v. Pollard (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . 901
Factor King, LLC v. Housing Authority . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 459

Summary judgment; whether trial court properly granted defendant’s motion for
summary judgment and denied plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment;
whether trial court properly held that plaintiff was not entitled to direct payment
of account receivable due to nonparty entity from account in which plaintiff
had security interest; whether factoring agreement constituted outright sale of
nonparty entity’s account.

Gawlik v. Semple . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83
Religious discrimination; claim that defendants, current and former employees of

Department of Correction, withheld religious literature and cards from plaintiff
in violation of state and federal constitutional and statutory rights governing
religious freedom; claim that applicable department administrative directives
were not promulgated in accordance with Uniform Administrative Procedure
Act (§ 4-166 et seq.); adoption of trial court’s memorandum of decision as proper
statement of facts and applicable law on issues.

Greene v. Keating . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 447
Vexatious litigation pursuant to statute (§ 52-568); claim that trial court improperly

concluded that plaintiff failed to present evidence that would allow it reasonably



Page 134A May 26, 2020CONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL

to calculate damages; whether trial court erred in failing to apply common nucleus
test for apportionment to plaintiff’s claim for attorney’s fees.

Harris v. Neale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 147
Negligence; motion to open judgment; claim that trial court abused its discretion

in denying motion to open; whether minor plaintiff satisfied burden of demon-
strating that he was prevented by reasonable cause from prosecuting action.

Igersheim v. Bezrutczyk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 412
Petition for visitation; claim that trial court lacked subject matter jurisdiction to

consider petition; whether petition lacked specific allegations necessary to meet
jurisdictional thresholds of visitation statute (§ 46b-59 (b)); whether defendant
adequately briefed claims.

In re Probate Appeal of Buckingham . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 373
Probate appeal; subject matter jurisdiction; fraud; whether trial court properly dis-

missed probate appeal for lack of subject matter jurisdiction; whether trial court
had jurisdiction to set aside probate decree pursuant to statute (§ 45a-24);
whether § 45a-24 permits only collateral attacks on probate decrees and, therefore,
did not provide trial court with jurisdiction over plaintiffs’ claims of fraud.

JPMorgan Chase Bank, National Assn. v. Syed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 129
Foreclosure; motion for summary judgment; judgment of strict foreclosure; claim

that trial court improperly granted summary judgment as to liability; claim that
there were genuine issues of material fact concerning whether plaintiff bank was
holder of note at time it commenced action due to invalid endorsement of note;
claim that trial court improperly rejected defendant’s first and third special
defenses as to damages when granting summary judgment; claim that trial court
improperly struck defendant’s count of amended counterclaim seeking attorney’s
fees pursuant to statute (§ 42-150bb) when granting summary judgment as
to liability.

Lamberton v. Lamberton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240
Probate appeal; whether term executor in expense reimbursement statute (§ 45a-294)

included nominated executor prior to appointment by Probate Court; whether
trial court had notice of challenge to amount of fees awarded by Probate Court.

Longbottom v. Longbottom. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64
Dissolution of marriage; motion to modify educational support; motion to open

judgment; claim that trial court failed to determine whether plaintiff had estab-
lished probable cause of fraud by nondisclosure; claim that trial court abused
its discretion in denying plaintiff’s motions to open and to modify; claim that
trial court failed to properly understand defendant’s financial information.

Manson v. Conklin. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
Negligence; claim that trial court improperly precluded admission of findings and

conclusions in police department’s internal affairs reports that defendant police
officer had engaged in misconduct and was dishonest; whether findings and
conclusions in reports constituted extrinsic evidence and, therefore, were inad-
missible pursuant to Weaver v. McKnight, (313 Conn. 393); claim that trial court
improperly submitted issue of governmental immunity to jury.

Merritt Medical Center Owners Corp. v. Gianetti . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 226
Foreclosure of statutory (§ 47-258 (m)) liens against medical office units for unpaid

common charges; whether vote by plaintiff’s executive board to send matters to
collection complied with § 47-258 (m), requiring board to vote to commence
foreclosure action.

Nonhuman Rights Project, Inc. v. R.W. Commerford & Sons, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 353
Habeas corpus; whether habeas court erred in dismissing second petition as succes-

sive; whether habeas corpus jurisprudence contained indication that habeas
corpus relief was intended to apply to nonhuman animal; whether animals were
permitted to bring action to vindicate animal’s own purported rights under
common law.

Osborn v. Waterbury . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 476
Negligence; claim that trial court improperly concluded that minor plaintiff’s injur-

ies were caused by inadequate number of adults to supervise up to 400 students;
whether trial court’s conclusion was unsupported by evidence; whether trial
court’s conclusion constituted harmful error.

Pentland v. Commissioner of Correction (Memorandum Decision). . . . . . . . . . . . . . 901
Petrucelli v. Meriden . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

Zoning; municipal blight citation; anti-blight ordinance; claim that trial court
abused its discretion in precluding testimony of witnesses; claim that trial court
erred in concluding that respondent city did not violate petitioner’s due process



May 26, 2020 Page 135ACONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL

rights; claim that trial court erred in concluding that the anti-blight ordinance
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